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Planning and Design Criteria – Intervale Road Bike/Ped Feasibility Study 

(1)  A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets, 6th Ed. American Association of State Highways and Transportation 

Officials, Washington, DC. 2011. 

(2) Burlington Complete Streets Guidance, Draft. Burlington Department of Public Works, January 2013. 

 

 

 
Intervale Road 

Standard 

Reference 

AADT (2003) 1,300  

Complete Street Classification Bicycle Street (2) 

Posted Speed Limit 25 mph  

Stopping Sight Distance 155 feet (1) 

Lane Width  (2) 

Minimum 10 feet  

Existing 14 feet unstriped  

Planting Strip  (2) 

Minimum Width 5 feet  

Existing None  

Sidewalks  (2) 

Minimum Width 5 feet  

Existing None  

Bike Lanes  (2) 

Minimum Width 5 feet  

Existing None  
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Computations

Project: Intervale Road Bike/Ped Project #: 57998.00

Location: Burlington, VT Sheet:

Calculated by: ELQ Date: 4/11/18

Checked by: Date:

Title: Conceptual Cost Estimate Calculations

Estimated 5-ft  Aggregate Sidewalks (no curb)

Total Cost Basic Cost Cost Unit

5' Aggregate Sidewalk uncurbed $59 $25 Feet

* Source: Report on Shared-Use Path and Sidewalk Unit Costs. VTrans Bicycle and Pedestrian Program. August 2014)

Unit Cost: $59 per foot

Estimated 8-ft  Shared Use Path Costs (Bituminous Concrete)

Total Cost Basic Cost Cost Unit

8' Shared Use Path Uncurbed $197 $69 Feet

* Source: Report on Shared-Use Path and Sidewalk Unit Costs. VTrans Bicycle and Pedestrian Program. August 2014)

Unit Cost: $197 per foot

Estimated 10-ft  Shared Use Path Costs (Bituminous Concrete)

Total Cost Basic Cost Cost Unit

10' Shared Use Path Curbed $257 $119 Feet

* Source: Report on Shared-Use Path and Sidewalk Unit Costs. VTrans Bicycle and Pedestrian Program. August 2014)

Unit Cost: $257 per foot

Estimated 10-ft Shared Use Path Costs (Aggregate Material)

Total Cost Basic Cost Cost Unit

10' Unpaved Shared Use Path $169 $59 Feet

* Source: Report on Shared-Use Path and Sidewalk Unit Costs. VTrans Bicycle and Pedestrian Program. August 2014)

Unit Cost: $169 per foot

Conceptual Cost Estimates: Unit Costs



Computations

Project: Intervale Road Bike/Ped Project #: 57998.00

Location: Burlington, VT Sheet:

Calculated by: ELQ Date: 4/11/18

Checked by: Date:

Title: Conceptual Cost Estimate Calculations

Estimated Striped Crosswalk & Signs

Est. Cost Cost Unit

Striped Crosswalk $750 Each

* Source: Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center Coss for Pedestrian and Bicyclist Infrastructure Improvements

Unit Cost: $750 each

Estimated Shared Lane Markings & Signs

Est. Cost Cost Unit

Bike Lane Markings & Signs $10,000 Mile

* Source: Report on Shared-Use Path and Sidewalk Unit Costs. VTrans Bicycle and Pedestrian Program. August 2014)

Unit Cost: $10,000 per mile

Gravity Block Retaining Wall

Est. Cost Cost Unit

Retaining Wall (Gravity Block) $50 SF

* Source: Report on Shared-Use Path and Sidewalk Unit Costs. VTrans Bicycle and Pedestrian Program. August 2014)

Unit Cost: $50 per sf

Conceptual Cost Estimates: Unit Costs



Computations

Project: Intervale Road Bike/Ped Project #: 57998.00

Location: Burlington, VT Sheet:

Calculated by: ELQ Date: 4/11/18

Checked by: Date:

Title: Conceptual Cost Estimate Calculations

Estimated Railroad Crossing Reconstruction Cost

Est. Cost Cost Unit

Railroad Crossing $70,000 Each

* Source: VTrans Bid History

Unit Cost: $70,000 Each

Estimated Roadway Reconstruction Cost

Est. Cost Cost Unit

$65 Feet

* Source: Research of previous projects

Unit Cost: $65 per foot

Roadway Widening

Est. Cost Cost Unit

Pavement Widening $28 Feet

* Source: Report on Shared-Use Path and Sidewalk Unit Costs. VTrans Bicycle and Pedestrian Program. August 2014)

Unit Cost: $28 per foot per 4 foot width

Streetscape Improvements

Est. Cost Cost Unit

Streetscape (lights, plantings etc.) $200 Feet

* Source: Research of previous projects

Unit Cost: $200 per foot

Conceptual Cost Estimates: Unit Costs

Roadway Reconstruction (Mill 

and Fill)



Computations

Project: Intervale Road Bike/Ped Project #: 57998.00

Location: Burlington, VT Sheet:

Calculated by: ELQ Date: 6/15/18

Checked by: Date:

Title: Conceptual Cost Estimate Calculations

Alternative 1 - Shared Lane Markings

Design Element Unit Cost Quantity Total Cost

Bike Lane Markings & Signs $10,000 0.379 $3,788

Striped Crosswalk $750 2 $1,500

SUBTOTAL $5,288

25% Contingency $1,322

15% Mobilization and Traffic Control $793

15% Engineering and Design $793

10% Resident Engineer $529

SUBTOTAL $8,725

Rounding $1,275

TOTAL $10,000

Alternative 2 - Shared Use Path Striped Buffer

Design Element Unit Cost Quantity Total Cost

8' Shared Use Path Uncurbed $197 1900 $374,300

Bike Lane Markings & Signs $10,000 0.379 $3,788

Retaining Wall (Gravity Block) $50 600 $30,000

Roadway Reconstruction (Mill and Fill) $65 1500 $97,500

Railroad Crossing $70,000 1 $70,000

Striped Crosswalk $750 2 $1,500

SUBTOTAL $577,088

25% Contingency $144,272

15% Mobilization and Traffic Control $86,563

15% Engineering and Design $86,563

10% Resident Engineer $57,709

SUBTOTAL $952,195

Rounding $7,805

TOTAL $960,000

Conceptual Cost Estimates - Paved Section



Computations

Project: Intervale Road Bike/Ped Project #: 57998.00

Location: Burlington, VT Sheet:

Calculated by: ELQ Date: 6/15/18

Checked by: Date:

Title: Conceptual Cost Estimate Calculations

Alternative 3 - Shared Use Path with Curbed Buffer and Bike Lane

Design Element Unit Cost Quantity Total Cost

10' Shared Use Path Curbed $257 1900 $488,300

Roadway Reconstruction (Mill and Fill) $66 1500 $99,450

Retaining Wall (Gravity Block) $50 960 $48,000

Railroad Crossing $70,000 1 $70,000

Striped Crosswalk $750 2 $1,500

Streetscape (lights, plantings etc.) $200 1500 $300,000

SUBTOTAL $1,007,250

25% Contingency $251,813

15% Mobilization and Traffic Control $151,088

15% Engineering and Design $151,088

10% Resident Engineer $100,725

SUBTOTAL $1,661,963

Rounding $8,038

TOTAL $1,670,000

Conceptual Cost Estimates - Paved Section



Computations

Project: Intervale Road Bike/Ped Project #: 57998.00

Location: Burlington, VT Sheet:

Calculated by: ELQ Date: 6/15/18

Checked by: Date:

Title: Conceptual Cost Estimate Calculations

Alternative 1 - Shared Road with Dividers

Design Element Unit Cost Quantity Total Cost

Dividers/Planters/Boulders $20 75 $1,500

Tree thinning/trimming $5,000 1 $5,000

SUBTOTAL $6,500

25% Contingency $1,625

15% Mobilization and Traffic Control $0

15% Engineering and Design $0

10% Resident Engineer $0

SUBTOTAL $8,125

Rounding $1,875

TOTAL $10,000

Alternative 2 - 5' Aggregate Path

Design Element Unit Cost Quantity Total Cost

5' Aggregate Sidewalk uncurbed $59 2250 $132,750

Tree thinning/trimming $10,000 1 $10,000

SUBTOTAL $142,750

25% Contingency $35,688

5% Mobilization $7,138

15% Engineering and Design $21,413

10% Resident Engineer $14,275

SUBTOTAL $221,263

Rounding $8,738

TOTAL $230,000

Conceptual Cost Estimates - Gravel Section
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No Build
Alternative 1

Shared Lanes

Alternative 2

Shared Lanes + 8' Path

Alternative 3

Shared Lanes + 10' Path + Lighting

Alternative 1

Shared Road w/ Dividers

Alternative 2

5' Aggregate Path

Engineering, Permitting, 

Construction Inspection
$0 $2,000 $150,000 $410,000 $0 $40,000

Roadway/Path Construction $0 $8,000 $810,000 $1,260,000 $9,000 $190,000

Total* $0 $10,000 $960,000 $1,670,000 $9,000 $230,000

Typical Section No Change
11' Shared Use Lanes

Striped Shoulders (1'-3')

11' Shared Use Lanes

3' Striped Buffer

8' Shared Use Path

11' Shared Use Lanes

3' Curbed, Landscaped Buffer

10' Shared Use Path

+/- 15' Unstriped Gravel Roadway

5' Separated Bike/Ped Area

+/- 20" Unstriped Gravel Roadway

5' Natural Pathway with 5' Separation 

from Roadway

Bicycle Access No Change Shared Use Lane Markings
Shared Use Lane Markings

8' Shared Use Path

Shared Use Lane Markings

10' Shared Use Path
Separated Area No Change

Pedestrian Access No Change Delineated Shoulders Shared Use Path Curb Separated Shared Use Path Separated Area Separated Walkway

Vehicle Safety No Change Narrowed Lanes Narrowed Lanes Narrowed Lanes Narrowed Lanes No Change

ROW Impacts None None

Minor

Shared Use Path encroaches on private 

property from Gardener's Supply Company 

driveway to Intervale Center Entrance

Minor

Shared Use Path encroaches on private property 

from Gardener's Supply Company driveway to 

Intervale Center Entrance

None

Minor

All impacts occuring on Intervale Center land 

which has shared interest in a partnership

Agricultural Lands None None None None None Likely

Archaeological None None Likely Likely Likely Likely

Historic None None None None None None

Hazardous Materials None None None None None None

River Corridor None None Potential Potential Potential Potential

Fish & Wildlife None None None None None None

Rare, Threatened & Endangered 

Species
None None Potential Potential Potential Potential

Wetlands None None Potential Potential Potential Potential

New Imperrvious Surfaces None Very Minor Yes Yes None Yes

Stormwater Accommodations No Change No Change No Change Curb and Closed Drainage Added None None

Aesthetics No Change No Change Improved Highly Improved Improved Improved

Community Character No Change No Change Improved Highly Improved Improved Improved

* Total estimated cost includes 25% contingency. Dos not include right-of-way costs.

Asphalt Segment

(Riverside Avenue to McNeil Plant)

Gravel Segment 

(McNeil Plant to Pent Gate)

L
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l

Intervale Road Pedestrian and Bicycle Feasibility Study 

Evaluation Matrix
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Intervale Road Pedestrian and 

Bicycle Access Feasibility Study

January 10, 2018



Meeting Agenda

▪ Introductions

▪ Review of Project Scope and Schedule

▪ Review of Previous Studies and Planning Efforts

▪ Discuss Potential Alternatives for Evaluation

▪ Next Steps



Project Background

▪ Goal: Enhance community access to a 

dynamic Intervale District through 

implementation of bicycle and 

pedestrian improvements along 

Intervale Road.

▪ Current Effort: Scoping Study to identify 

existing conditions, evaluate alternatives, 

engage stakeholders, and select a 

preferred alternative.

– Scoping: Phase in the Project Development 

process that moves a recognized problem 

from an idea through the development of 

alternatives and environmental screening





Scope and Schedule

▪ Kick-Off Meeting: Completed October 2017

▪ Topographic Survey: Completed December 2017

▪ Existing Conditions Assessment: October - December

▪ Local Concerns Meeting: Tonight

▪ Alternatives Assessment: January – March 2018

▪ Alternatives Presentation: April 2018

▪ Preferred Alternatives Selection: May 2018 

▪ Scoping Report: June 2018



Project Area Overview

▪ Project Area Length – 4,500 feet

– 1,500 feet paved

– 3,000 feet gravel

▪ Posted Speed

– 25 mph south end

– 15 mph north end

▪ Right-of-way

– 49.5’ south end

– 33’ north end

▪ New England Central Railroad At-Grade 

Crossing

McNeil Generating 

Station

Intervale

Center 

Farmstead

Gardener’s 

Supply

Queen 

City Steel

Intervale

Center 

Agricultural 

Complex



Project Area Overview

▪ Traffic mix: 

– Chip trucks, farmers, CSA pick-ups, Intervale 

event visitors, Gardener’s Supply customers

▪ No formal bicycle and/or pedestrian 

facilities

▪ 3 reported crashes between 2012-2016

– None involving bicyclists or pedestrians

▪ Various public & private parking lots along 

Intervale Road

City Lot

8 spaces

City Lot

7 spaces

Farmstead Lot

14 spaces

Gardner’s 

Supply Lot

80-90 spaces
City Lot

(leased to 

Intervale 

Center)

~40 spaces



Review of Previous Studies

▪ Burlington Transportation Plan

– Identified as a “Bicycle Street” classification

▪ Burlington Parks, Recreation & Waterfront Master Plan 

– Mid-term recommendations (FY19 – 22) include formalizing 

and improving recreation trails

▪ PlanBTV Walk Bike Master Plan (right)

– Long term recommendation for Advisory Bike Lane

▪ Intervale Recreation Survey

– Monday August 31, 2015

• 65% Vehicles

• 18% Walkers and Joggers

• 13% Bicyclists

• 4% Trucks

▪ Intervale Traffic Study

– July 2017 Summervale:

• 60% Vehicles

• 30% Walkers

• 10% Bicyclists



Project Segments

McNeil Generating 

Station

Intervale

Center 

Farmstead

Gardener’s 

Supply

Queen 

City Steel

Intervale

Center 

Agricultural 

Complex

Segment 2

Segment 3

Segment 1



Segment 1

Gardener’s 

Supply Co.

Queen City 

Steel

Charlebois



Decorative 

Lighting

Curbing

Utility 

Poles

25 mph 

speed

Curbing



Utility 

Poles

Guard Rail

Street 

Lighting

No 

Curbing

No 

Curbing

Trailhead

Limited 

sight 

distance



Utility Poles

Guard 

Rail

Steep 

slope

Steep 

slope

Pedestrians!

Rail 

Crossing



Utility 

Poles

Sight Distance 

Limitations



Segment 2

Gardener’s 

Supply Co.

McNeil 

Generator 

Station

Future Intervale 
Center Access 
Enhancements

Intervale

Center 

Farmstead

Investigate 
Crossing 
Locations

Begin Gravel 
Section



Street 

Lighting

Parking

Parking

No 

Utility 

Poles

Potential 

Access





Fire 

Hydrant

Street 

Lighting

Utility 

Poles

Fence



Segment 3

Future Pocket 
Park

Intervale

Center 

Agricultural 

Complex

Summer CSA 
Pick-Up Location

Community 

Gardens

City of 
Burlington 

Material Pit



15 mph 

speed

Utility 

Poles

Mature 

Trees

Transition 

to gravel



Utility 

Poles

Parking

Trail 

head



28 ft
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What Can We Do With 49.5 feet?

• 5 ft Sidewalk

• 8-10 ft Shared Use Path

• 5 ft Bike Lanes

• 10 ft Vehicle Lanes

• 5 ft Tree Belt



Mid-Block Crossing?
Natural Materials?

Decorative 

Lighting?

25.5ft
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What Can We Do With 33 feet?

• 5 ft Sidewalk

• 8-10 ft Shared Use Path

• 5 ft Bike Lanes

• 10 ft Vehicle Lanes



Gateway Features?

Wayfinding?

Parking 

Accommodations
20ft
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What Can We Do With 33 feet?

• 5 ft Sidewalk

• 8-10 ft Natural Surface Shared Use Path



Next Steps

▪ Alternatives Assessment: January – March 2018

▪ Alternatives Presentation: April 2018

▪ Preferred Alternatives Selection: May 2018 

▪ Final Scoping Report: June 2018



▪ Visit https://www.ccrpcvt.org/intervale-road-pedestrian-bicycle-access-feasibility-study

for regular updates! 

▪ For questions regarding the Intervale Road Feasibility Study, contact Peter Keating, 

CCRPC Senior Transportation Planner, at (802) 846-4490 x *14

Stay Connected



Natural Resource Review

▪ Most of the project area is in the Winooski 

River Corridor

▪ Nearby wetland areas

▪ Rare and Threatened Species

▪ Significant Natural Communities
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Place: Gardener’s Supply Meeting 

Room 

 

  

Date:  January 10, 2018 Notes Taken by: Stephanie Wyman 

 

Project #: 57998.00 Re: Intervale Road Bicycle and Pedestrian Scoping Study Public 

Meeting 

 

ATTENDEES 

Intervale Center - Travis Marcotte, Chelsea Frisbee 

Intervale Community Farm – Andy Jones, Silas Blanson 

Burlington Electric Department - Betsy Lesnikoski, Paul Piking 

Burlington Public Works Department – Nicole Losch, Chapin Spencer, Phil Peterson 

CCRPC - Peter Keating, Chris Dubin  

Resident/News Channel 5 - Tom Garris  

VHB – Dave Saladino, Stephanie Wyman 

   

Chapin Spencer welcomed attendees and introduced the project. 

Peter Keating noted that he will be attending Wards 1/8 and 2/3 NPA meetings in February to talk about the project.  

David Saladino presented an overview of the project, including existing conditions and potential alternatives for the 

three identified segments of the Intervale Road corridor. 

Comments and input for each of the segments follows. 

SEGMENT 1: Riverside Avenue to Bottom of Hill 

• The curves near the railroad tracks are difficult to traverse for trucks due to nearby speed limit signs and 

limited site distance. The uphill curve is more difficult to traverse in a vehicle – brush is close to the road, train 

tracks, bicycle and pedestrians to look out for, and very tight when tractor trailer trucks are driving through. 

• People leaving the Gardner’s Supply parking lot often do not look north (right) before turning into the 

roadway which poses a hazard both for motorists and pedestrians going south on Intervale Road towards 

Riverside Ave. 

• In 2017 the truck traffic count was at 4,846 trucks total (chip trucks and tree service) traversing the road to 

McNeil. These are heavy, loaded trucks (some with trailers) that are filled with brush.  

• Concerns with a defined multi-use path is that cyclists may become “blind” to pedestrians while using the 

protected corridor, especially where there are corners and areas of limited sight distance. However, the 

thought is that most cyclists will prefer to ride in the roadway while going down the hill from Riverside Ave 

towards the Intervale and would only choose to use the multi-use path for going up the hill. The exception to 
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this would be parents with young children who would like to keep them off of the road, in which case there is 

the possibility of cyclists going down the hill, albeit at a much slower speed than a typical cyclist using the 

road.  

• Therefore, an option could be a shared use lane traveling north towards the Intervale, and a multi-use path on 

the west side for pedestrians and cyclists traveling uphill.  

• Overall feedback, preferred option would be a single multi-use trail, rather than having sidewalks on both 

sides. 

• The multi-use path option would require cutting into the embankment, which brings along the possibility of 

improved sight distance. This option would also likely require a retaining wall and drainage considerations. 

• It would be possible with this option to propose at 4’-5’ bike lane, a striped buffer area (for tractor trailer use 

as necessary) and the striping of the two through lanes.  

• Chapin has concerns about the path crossing the railroad tracks. What requirements would the city need to 

abide by for bringing the path across them at grade. Would there need to be formal signalization or a stop 

sign as is there today? 

• According to McNeil staff, the train blocks traffic at least twice a day for a minimum of 20 minutes (the chip 

train). Additional train traffic does go through the area at a slightly faster speed, but is more unpredictable. 

This area is quite dangerous for pedestrians and cars alike.  

• Other concerns: width of pedestrian crossing at top of Riverside Ave with Intervale Rd is too wide. This width 

is necessary to accommodate truck turning movements. Another suggestion is to paint a stop bar on the 

Intervale Road approach. Cars pull up too closely to the lights and trucks are unable to make their turn while 

vehicles are in this area.  

 

SEGMENT 2 – Bottom of Hill to McNeil Driveway 

• The Intervale Center has developed a series of concept sketches to show potential improvements at various 

locations around their property. They are interested to see how their concept drawings mesh with the 

Intervale Road improvements. The Intervale Center is currently leasing land from the City on the west side 

where the parking lot is. Questions with how do pedestrians access their property from the parking lot and 

where should a mid-block crossing be located. Additionally, how and where to engage the general public to 

understand all that the Intervale has to offer: Agriculture, conservation, and recreation.  

• Public owned ROW is paved. For sidewalk placement – could the city expand their ROW to include more land 

for the sidewalk? City staff say that this could potentially be an option. However, the city would also like to 

have discussions with property owners to see if they would allow a sidewalk on their property. Currently all 

options are on the table.  

• Things of concern to public works to note: Crosswalk locations, lighting, drainage, curbing  

• Narrow right-of-way approximately 33’ wide, with east side hugging the Intervale fence line.  

• Do we continue an 8-foot multi-use path along the west side in this area and cross pedestrians to the 

Intervale Center property side to avoid conflict further down with the McNeil driveway? 
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• Things to consider: Sight distance for trucks at a mid-block crossing is critical for determining where this 

crossing location ends up. 

• Crossing closer to McNeil (i.e. in front of Intervale Center) would have better sight distance and better 

placement for parking. This is a more natural crossing location and could also be a good transition for the trail 

to go from a paved path to a more natural path environment.  

• At the McNeil entrance, BED staff would prefer to have the path be along the east side so that pedestrians are 

not crossing their driveway. Having pedestrians crossing their driveway poses a safety concern with the truck 

traffic. Additionally, the aesthetic of the path would be better if it were on the east side in this location due to 

the barbed wire fence on the McNeil property on the west side.  

SEGMENT 3 – McNeil Driveway to North End of Project Limits 

• It is important to note that while numerous trees along this segment are large, most are fast-growing 

cottonwood trees and not necessarily high value for preservation.  

• How much is public parking utilized for community gardeners? 

• Intervale Center would like to move public parking closer to the farmstead location. This would address some 

safety concerns such as lighting.  

• This southerly public parking location does get utilized by those accessing the trail head. However, the 

Intervale would like to limit public parking availability at this location to deter people from using this parking 

area for unwanted uses (i.e. trash dumping, drug sales/use, loitering).  

• Intervale Center is not concerned with the cottonwood trees along the edge of the roadway. They state many 

are less than 40 years old and could very easily be replaced with other vegetation along the path. 

• A concrete sidewalk doesn’t feel natural here. Question is raised do we even need to create a path in this area 

outside of the roadway if there are low traffic volumes through here? Should we put up bollards to separate 

out the road for pedestrian use? 

• Intervale says approximately 1,200 people per week between 3-6 pm broken up into 2 days drive through 

here for CSA Pick-up. This makes walking along the roadway feel quite unsafe for pedestrians and would 

prefer there to be a separate path along this corridor as well.  

• The Intervale Center would like something along the west or east side for pedestrians to have access to pull 

out of the road when trucks come through. It could be nice to have the trail along the east side so that it runs 

parallel between the roadway, and the trail along the River. They could then add spurs to access these 

pathways more easily.  

• There is currently not enough space in this area to have trails within the ROW. The general feel is that the trail 

could exist on private property and the trail is designed to have a more ‘natural feel’ to it. There would need 

to be some sort of separation between the roadway and the path so that the area doesn’t become just one 

large roadway. The Intervale Center stressed the need for a path/sidewalk for a safer option for the school 

groups that use this area to keep students out of the roadway.  
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• There is some concern over the driveway access points and if the sidewalk/trail is on the same side as these 

accesses how would the safety be addressed? There are other potential conflicts on the other side of the road 

as well. 

• City staff wonders if the Intervale Center would be interested in taking over ownership of the unpaved 

roadway. This would mean that the Intervale Center would need to maintain the roadway, however, the city 

would still need full access to the yard. 

 

NEXT STEPS 

• Committee meetings should meet approximately twice in the next two months. Following that there will be 

more design work to flesh out the alternatives leading up to the next Public Meeting in May. These meetings 

will be opened up to public meeting attendees. 

• Project stakeholders need to rally public support for this project as public/political support is necessary to 

advance funding for completion.  

 

 

 



How Do You Think Walkers, Cyclists, and Drivers 

Should be Accommodated on Intervale Road? 

 
In conjunction with the Chittenden County Regional Planning Commission, 

the City of Burlington is studying options to better accommodate all modes 

of travel along Intervale Road. Please join us Monday June 18th from 

4:00 - 6:00PM at the Intervale Barn for an Open House and 

discussion on the pedestrian and bicycle options along Intervale Road 

 

Visit https://www.ccrpcvt.org/intervale-road-pedestrian-bicycle-access-

feasibility-study for regular updates on the Intervale Road Bike and Pedestrian 

Feasibility Study!  
 

For questions regarding the Intervale Road Feasibility Study, contact Peter Keating, CCRPC Senior 

Transportation Planner, at (802) 846-4490 x *14 or pkeating@ccrpcvt.org.  

https://www.ccrpcvt.org/intervale-road-pedestrian-bicycle-access-feasibility-study
https://www.ccrpcvt.org/intervale-road-pedestrian-bicycle-access-feasibility-study


Project Goal 

Enhance community access to a dynamic Intervale District through implementation of bicycle and 

pedestrian improvements along Intervale Road. 

 

Current Feasibility Study 

Scoping Study to identify existing conditions, evaluate alternatives, engage local stakeholders, and select 

a preferred alternative for bicycle and pedestrian improvements. 

Alternative 1: Shared Road + Dividers 

Pedestrian Facilities:  Divided walkway 

Bicycle Facilities:  Divided space 

Estimated Cost:   $9,000 

Intervale Road Pedestrian and Bicycle Access Feasibility Study 

Alternative 2: 5’ Aggregate Path 

Pedestrian Facilities:  Separated walkway 

Bicycle Facilities:  None 

Estimated Cost:   $230,000 

Paved Section of Intervale Road 

(Riverside Avenue to McNeil Driveway) 

Project Overview 

Gravel Section of Intervale Road 
(McNeil Driveway to Pent Gate) 

Alternative 1: Shared Lanes 

Pedestrian Facilities:  No change 

Bicycle Facilities:  Shared lanes 

Other:   None 

Estimated Cost:   $10,000 

Alternative 2: Shared Lanes + 8’ Path 

Pedestrian Facilities:  8’ multi-use path 

Bicycle Facilities:  Shared lanes 

Other:   Bollards 

Estimated Cost:   $800,000 

Alternative 3: Shared Lanes + 10’ Path + Amenities 

Pedestrian Facilities:  10’ multi-use path 

Bicycle Facilities:  Shared lanes 

Other:   Curbs, street lights 

Estimated Cost:   $1,510,000 

Don’t forget to check off 

your preferred alternatives! 



Visit https://www.ccrpcvt.org/intervale-road-pedestrian-bicycle-access-feasibility-study for 

regular updates on the Intervale Road Bike and Pedestrian Feasibility Study!  
 

For questions regarding the Intervale Road Feasibility Study, contact Peter Keating, CCRPC Senior Transportation 

Planner, at (802) 846-4490 x *14 or pkeating@ccrpcvt.org.  

Intervale Road Pedestrian and Bicycle Access Feasibility Study 

Comments 

https://www.ccrpcvt.org/intervale-road-pedestrian-bicycle-access-feasibility-study








Public Comments on Intervale Road Improvement Alternatives 

Intervale Open House, 6/19/18 

 

Votes 

 

Paved Section of Intervale Road 

Alternatives Votes 

1 2 

2 21 

3 27 

 

Gravel Section of Intervale Road 

Alternatives Votes 

1 5 

2 38 

 

Added Comments 

 

1. Safety 

a. Many emphasized the need for increased safety on the paved section as the road 

becomes more well-travelled. If there were protected walking/biking paths on both 

sections of road, traveling by foot or bike could be more enjoyable and accessible.  

b. Some said the proposed street lights could increase safety along the road for 

pedestrians and bikers (3) 

 

2. Feasibility/speed of construction 

a. Though many wrote that they preferred the third alternative for the paved section or 

road, they supported the second alternative in hopes of faster installation. 

b. Alternative 1 for both sections of road could be good temporary solutions while other 

plans are pending. Many see this as an urgent issue (6).  

 

3. Paved Section, Alternative 1 

a. Mentioned as a temporary option while funding/approval/planning is pending for more 

beneficial but costly options. Suggested that Charlebois, Queen City Steel, Gardener’s 

supply, and McNeil would pay for it (9) 

 

4. Paved Section, Alternative 2 

a. Concerns about maintenance of bollards, because they are sometimes hit by cars. 

Reference to other bollards in Burlington that have not been well-maintained. (5) 

b. Perhaps use planters instead of bollards—more reflective of the Intervale Center 

c. Some prefer Alt. 3, though support Alt. 2 as an improvement that could get finished 

sooner (3) 

 



5. Paved Section, Alternative 3 

a. Support for street lights—would improve safety for pedestrians and bicyclists (4) 

b. Some don’t see lighting as necessary, adding that removing them from the plan could 

decrease costs and increase the viability of this option. Lighting could be added later in 

time if necessary (4) 

c. A 10’ separate path is necessary to accommodate different speeds and passing among 

pedestrians and bicyclists 

d. Compromise between Alternatives 2 and 3 to find something less costly—perhaps it 

would be better to have smaller, solar lights on paved section, 8 ft multi-use path 

instead of 10 ft, etc. Perhaps a simple raised curb could be constructed to protect the 

path (4) 

 

6. Gravel Section, Alternative 1 

a. Some concern about the boulders causing difficulty for farm equipment and cars, as well 

as pedestrians and bicyclists.  

b. Worry that the town will not maintain the road/move boulders or planters when the 

road needs to be regraded and crowned. Perhaps impractical with the repeated need 

for regrading (3) 

c. One person liked the “Adopt-a-Planter” idea 

d. Concerns about cars pulling off into bike/ped zone. Could cause pot holes, collisions. 

Consider different pull-off zones for cars avoiding farm vehicles?  

e. Concerns about flooding on road 

 

7. Gravel Section, Alternative 2 

a. Stray cat flower farm said that they would want a fence or evergreens planted on the 

outside of the walking path to keep dust down and thieves out—their farm is next to the 

gravel road 

b. Is there potential for lighting along the gravel section? (2) 

c. Concerns about flooding on road, needs good drainage and protection to prevent 

damage and puddles.  

i. Perhaps walkway could be elevated to minimize flood risk (2) 

ii. Special planting of water-intensive plants to increase infiltration and decrease 

ponding/flooding of road 

d. Having a separate path for bicyclists would make the road easier for farmers and safer 

for vulnerable users. 

 

8. Additional concerns 

a. Request to ensure that Intervale Rd from Riverside to McNeill’s is in DPW’s paving 

database—didn’t use to be.  

b. Request for a publicly-issued project plan with specific timelines when decisions are 

made 

9. Other infrastructure ideas 

a. Connect bike path with Winooski valley parks district trailhead and Route 127 bike path, 

add wayfinding signs (4) 



i. Could be made to accommodate wheelchair-users  

b. Consider public transit link/bus stop on Intervale Road 

c. Enhanced parking area at trailheads, benches 

d. Add a bike share station at the Intervale (2) 

e. Future multi-use path over river along Blue Bridge into Winooski—for increased safety 

outcomes, no-vehicle route 

f. Car share hub 

g. EV Charging station 

h. Potholes on both sections of road need immediate action—are dangerous for bikers and 

harmful to cars 

i. Gravel section of road needs more frequent maintenance 

j. Consider separate, multi-use path along the northwest property line of Charlebois and 

Queen City steel for easier access from west side along Riverside—improves separation 

from vehicles 

k. Suggestion to do full roadway reconstruction to avoid such frequent maintenance 

l. District heating. Consider re-routing waste heat from McNeil to the city and to buildings 

in the Intervale 

m. Reconsider the road designs in general, with increased flooding risk. 
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